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INTRODUCTION
	 With	the	establishment	of	the	Common	Foreign	and	Security	Policy	(CFSP)	with	the	Maastricht	Treaty	of	













‘Strategic	Partnership’,	due	 to	 its	political	character,	does	not	have	on	 the	EU	side	a	settled	established	
definition	and	it	differs	case	by	case.	However,	 it	 is	understood	that	 it	 implies	 the	engagement	with	third	
countries	in	terms	of	equality	in	order	to	jointly	address	and	have	close	collaboration	on	issues	of	common	
and	global	 interest,	maintaining	a	positive	and	permanent	dialogue	 in	all	dimensions	of	 foreign	policy,	
















being	decided	within	 the	EU	institutions	properly.	Despite	 this,	 the	EU’s	foreign	policy	continues	 to	be	
motivated	by	a	 twofold	objective.	The	first,	of	an	 internal	EU	nature,	obeys	 to	 the	 logic	 that	effectively	
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deepening	 its	 relations	with	China	as	 in	continuing	 to	develop	 its	 relations	with	Japan	or	other	Western	
partners.	Nevertheless,	with	the	progressively	increasing	importance	of	China	in	the	international	arena	after	




of	 the	1978	and	1985	 trade	agreements.	 In	 the	aftermath	of	 the	Tiananmen	Square	protests	of	1989	 the	




efforts	on	 the	EU	side	 led	 to	a	significant	development	of	 the	political	 relations	and	ultimately	meant	a	
functional	expansion	of	the	policy-areas	and	issues	covered	in	EU-China	relations,	from	merely	commercial	
and	business	issues	to	political	and	military	areas,	materializing	in	the	annual	Bilateral	Summit,	subsequent	







































a	 threat	since	both	do	not	have	opposed	strategic	 interests	 (Scott,	2007,	p.	18).	However,	arguably,	 the	
relations	with	China	pose	for	the	EU	a	notable	dual	challenge.	On	the	one	hand,	given	its	geopolitical	and	
economic	 importance,	and	as	a	major	global	player,	particularly	 taking	 into	account	China’s	Permanent	







	 Arguably,	 divergences	 along	 these	points	 and	 the	 fundamental	 difference	 in	values	give	place	 to	
misperceptions,	gaps	of	mutual	understanding,	and	 to	a	great	extent	become	obstacles	 for	moving	 the	
















































the	US	 interests,	 or	 to	 effectively	 reach	 a	 consensus	 among	 its	Member	States	within	 the	 complex	





anti-piracy	actions	 in	Somali	waters	are	being	carried	out	successfully	under	 the	framework	 laid	by	 the	


































security	 in	a	broad	sense,	at	 the	same	time	that	 it	would	allow	the	country	 to	maintain	 its	Constitutional	
antimilitarism	and	to	continue	benefiting	from	the	protection	granted	by	the	US.	Also	in	Europe,	the	limited	

































environmental	protection,	among	others	 (Cardwell,	2004;	Hook,	Gilson	et	al.,	2011),	 issues	 identified	
primarily	along	the	shared	identities	and	capacities	as	Civilian	Powers	(Mayer,	2008;	Mykal,	2009).	
	 Security	cooperation	has	been	 the	 least	developed	dimension	of	 the	Partnership,	having	mostly	been	
articulated	along	the	Civilian	Power	identities	and	capacities,	focusing	primarily	on	non-traditional	aspects	of	
security	and	channeling	primarily	through	multilateral	fora	given	the	preference	for	informal	settings	and	lack	












国際公共政策研究  第17巻第 1 号168
of	 institutionalized	mechanisms	in	 this	partnership.	It	has	been	suggested	that	 this	has	contributed	to	 the	
development	of	a	comprehensive	security	dialogue	which	however	 lacks	visibility	(Mykal,	2009).	This	 is	
understandable	considering	the	limited	security	personality	of	the	EU,	as	it	is	with	the	case	of	the	EU-China	




















integration	 in	 the	 international	community	of	former	Soviet	Republics	 in	 the	Caucasus	and	Central	Asia	
(MoFA	of	Japan,	2006).	Moreover,	Japan	and	the	EU	undertook	complementary	actions	towards	promoting	






	  13）	KEDO	supposed	also	an	opportunity	 to	 increase	 international	 trust	 towards	 the	regime,	given	that	 the	construction	of	 the	reactor	under	
international	supervision	eliminated	 the	concerns	rising	from	the	development	of	 the	North	Korean	nuclear	program	and	 the	country’s	
ambitions	for	nuclear	weapons.








zones,	especially	 in	Kosovo	and	Bosnia-Herzegovina;	or	 towards	offering	mutual	 support	 to	political	
























Japanese	and	European	NGOs	maintained	close	cooperation	 in	 the	region,	providing	support	 to	development,	as	well	as	 technical	and	
financial	support.	Scholars	have	argued	that	Japan’s	strategy	with	its	participation	in	the	Western	Balkans	responded	to	the	will	of	promoting	




































































































































































	 When	looking	at	 the	EU-Japan	Strategic	Partnership,	 the	mutual	understanding	at	 the	perception	 level	
appears	to	be	less	problematic	as	in	the	case	of	China.	As	the	rhetoric	of	EU-Japan	relations	has	remarked	


























(2) OUTCOMES AND STRUCTURES
	 In	 line	of	what	has	been	detailed	 in	 the	 first	part	of	 this	paper,	 the	cooperation	outcomes	 that	have	











achieved	 initially	with	 the	Chinese	participation	on	project	 for	 the	European	satellite	navigation	system	
“Galileo,”	21）	up	to	more	recently	with	the	joint	anti-piracy	operations	in	Somali	waters.	
	 In	both	cases,	 judging	whether	such	a	degree	of	cooperation	is	enough	taking	into	account	 the	myriad	
complexities	of	the	EU	as	a	foreign	and	security	policy	actor,	the	geographical	distance	between	Europe	and	
East-Asia,	as	well	as	 the	 inherent	difficulty	 in	finding	issues	of	 immediate	and	priority	concern	for	both	
parties,	 is	a	matter	that	can	be	left	up	to	subjective	criterion.	Yet,	 the	fact	that	such	levels	do	not	meet	the	





国際公共政策研究  第17巻第 1 号174
designated	objectives	is	a	fact	recognized	and	debated	by	most	of	 the	existing	literature	on	both	Strategic	
Partnerships.	Nevertheless,	 it	 is	when	 looking	at	 the	existing	political	and	security	dialogues,	as	well	as	





and	Tokyo.22）	Parallel	 to	 this,	 in	both	cases,	 the	bilateral	 relations	directly	with	 the	EU	Member	States	
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